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(ii) Ambitious men, and whose ambition has never been thwarted,.. .
An evil now, alas! beyond our power to remedy, and for which we
have to thank the folly of our predecessors.
(iii) Being thus pressed, he grudgingly consented at last to a redistribu-
tion, and which, I need not say, it was his duty to have offered in the
first instance.
A coordination in which 'and' is the natural conjunction
may also be indicated simply by a comma; there is safety
in this course, since the clause following the comma may be
either coordinate or subordinate* But we have to deal only
with clauses that are committed to coordination.
'Insubordination' will not detain us long; it is always due
either to negligence or to gross ignorance ; we shall illustrate
it in its place with a few examples, but shall not discuss it.
With regard, however, to open and latent coordination opinions
differ; there is an optimist view of open coordination, and
a pessimist view of latent, both of which seem to us incorrect.
It is held by some that open coordination (provided that the
relatives have the same antecedent) is never wrong, and by
some—not necessarily others—that latent coordination is
never right: we shall endeavour to show that the former is
often wrong, and the latter, however ungainly, often right.
The essential to coordination is that the coordinates
should be performing the same function in the sentence. It
is not necessary, nor is it enough, that they should be in the
same grammatical form: things of the same form may have
different functions, and things of different forms may have the
same function. If we say * Unambitious men, and who have
no experience', * unambitious' and * who have no experience'
are not in the same form, but they have the same function—
that of specifying the class of men referred to. Their gram-
matical forms (vocabulary permitting) are interchangeable:
a defining adjective can always take the form of a relative
clause, and a defining relative clause can often take the form
of an adjective: ' inexperienced men, and who have no ambi-
tion'. Unambitious1 is therefore the true grammatical

